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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/09/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

2. The Applicant has argued that the Examiner used the reference to Order (PCT 
DE99/0266; US Patent No. 6,609,710) to reject claim 1 under 35 USC 102(b). This is 
incorrect. The Examiner did not use this reference. In the Office action mailed 
08/10/06, the PCT patent application to Order (Lotterhos) the Examiner was referring to 
is the PCT patent application WO 96/14115 having an international publication date of 
17 May 1996 which was cited in the Applicant's IDS dated 10/30/03, and which is 
related to Canadian Patent Application 2,195,329 published 17 May 1996 which was 
cited in the Applicant's IDS dated 07/19/04. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Order 
(Lotterhos). 

The PCT patent application to Order, cited in a previous Office action, discloses 
a gaming apparatus comprising a gaming table, Fig. 4 with a gaming surface 51. The 
gaming surface has seven predetermined player locations for receiving gaming tokens 
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41 . A gaming token supporter box marking 53 - 53.7 is mounted at each of the 
predetermined locations. The gaming token supporter box markings are inherently 
flush with the gaming surface and forms a gaming token receiving location. Under each 
gaming token supporter box marking is a photoelectric (photodiode) senor, see page 
16, lines 11-13. Thus, Order's photodiodes are mounted to the gaming structure such 
that each photodiode sensor is aligned with and in sensing proximity to a gaming toke 
supporter Order recites "in accordance with the invention, including integration of 
automatic control systems for adjusting the sensitivity of the photodiodes for change in 
brightness in the gaming room, for example, when switching additional lamps on and 
off', page 17, lines 20-24. Thus, it is inherent that Order's photodiode sensors provide 
modulated light emissions and senses modulated light. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 2-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Order as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Brown 876'. 

The patent to Brown 876' (cited in a previous Office action) discloses a game 
apparatus comprising a gaming table 10 with a gaming table surface having at least one 
predetermined location 20, 22, 24 for receiving a gaming token. Each predetermined 
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location comprises a photoelectric sensor 28 mounted to a continuous inner edge 44 
such that each sensor is aligned with and in sensing proximity to one of the at least one 
predetermined location, Fig. 6. A sensor housing 38 for each sensor has a gaming 
token supporter 40, and a transparent lens or outer edge 27 positioned above the 
sensor which supports the gaming token. The upper surface of the housing 40 and the 
upper surface of the transparent lens or outer edge 27 is flush mounted to the gaming 
surface and forms a gaming token receiving location, col. 3, lines 43-46. 

In view of such teaching, it would have been obvious to modify Order's token 
supporter box markings 53 - 53.7 by incorporate a photodiode sensor housing to each 
of Order's gaming token supporter box markings. The upper surface of each housing 
would have been flush mounted to Order's gaming surface 51. This modification would 
have provided Order's photodiode sensors with more protection from damage and 
sabotage. 

In regard to claims 5-7, the Brown 876' game apparatus further comprises a 
decoder 34, 36, Figure 2, electrically connected to each sensor for determining whether 
a gaming token is present at the gaming token location monitored by each sensor, col. 

4, lines 8-28. In view of such teaching, it would have been obvious to incorporate a 
decoder to Order's game apparatus in order to more accurately determine whether a 
gaming token is present at a gaming token location. 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Order in view of (Brown 876' and Paulsen). 

Paulsen's (cited in a previous Office action) decoder is a hard-wired circuit 100 
connected to a sensor. In view of such teaching, it would have been obvious to make 
Order's decoder (as modified above) a hard wired circuit in order to make the sensors 
more accurate and to provide more protection from damage. Furthermore, decoders in 
the form of microcontrollers are well known in the art and therefore obvious. 

7. Claims 17-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Order in view of (Kim et al. and Jones et al. 4,861,041). 

Order's gaming table is used for playing conventional blackjack, see pages 1-3. 
In addition to playing conventional blackjack, other variations of blackjack may be 
played with different rules such as "Backing the Box", "Double down", "Split" and 
"Insurance", page 3, lines 17-34. Thus, the blackjack games played on Order's gaming 
table are multi-tiered games. Order further comprises a hand-held camera or scanner 
device, page 18, lines 16-25 and monitor, page 21, linel which are used as a dealer 
control means for determining whether a gaming token is present in each of the plurality 
of wagering areas. The dealer control means accumulates the betting information from 
each of the plurality of sensor means. Order further comprises a computer connected 
to each dealer control means for continuously accumulating the betting information, 
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page 20, line 34 to page 21 , line 2, winning outcome data, calculating a prize amount, 
page 21, lines 21-24 and controlling the display means, page 21, line 1. Order further 
recites that a plurality of gaming tables may be linked by a local network, page 21, lines 
15-17. 

The patent to Kim et al. teaches that it is known in the gaming table art for a 
dealer control means to have a security code that must be entered, col. 4, line 58 to col. 
5, line 2. In view of such teaching, it would have been obvious to provide a security 
code to Order's control means in order to provide more security to Order's game. 

The patent to Jones et al. 4.861 ,041 cited in a previous IDS, teaches that it is 
well known in the gaming table art to provide an LED display sign 350 for displaying the 
prize amount for a multi-tiered game, col. 7, lines 24-31 . In view of such teaching, it 
would have been obvious to incorporate an LED display sign to Order's gaming table for 
displaying the prize amount in order to attract more customers. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin H. Layno whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4424. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 1st Friday Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eugene Kim can be reached on (571)272-4463. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Benjamin H. I_ayn< 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 371 1 



